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JOHN SPAHR
Page 1.  Statements of support for The Citizens’ Solution do not respond directly to information in the DEIS.  That alternative most closely resembles
alternative G in the DEIS. Support for a course of action goes to the decision to be made – and may be of interest to the decision maker but does not provide
rationale that affects the DEIS analysis.
Page 1.  All alternatives in the DEIS address the purpose and need for action to some degree. Alternative B addresses safety issues, affordable access, and
concerns about impacts on sound and clean air.  Criticism of alternative B as the preferred alternative goes to the decision to be made. At this juncture, the
criticism is moot because the preferred alternative will change in the FEIS.
Page 1.  Criticism of alternative B as the preferred alternative goes to the decision to be made. At this juncture, the criticism is moot because the preferred
alternative will change in the FEIS.  The effects of alternative B are disclosed in the DEIS, and that alternative or its various features remain as choices for the
decision maker.
Page 2.  Recreation carrying capacity determination would be performed under any alternative (DEIS page 25).
Page 2.  Capacity determination is not mandated. Protection of resources and values for the enjoyment of future generations is the primary mission. Findings
must be made regarding the extent, magnitude and duration of adverse impacts relative to the mission.  Carrying capacities and subsequent use limitations may
be a means to achieve a balance between recreation use and protection of resources.  Carrying capacity determination is a highly complex task that will require
a great deal of time to accomplish.
Page 2.  Support for a course of action goes to the decision to be made – and may be of interest to the decision maker but does not provide rationale that affects
the DEIS analysis.  Alternative G in the DEIS provides a mass transit oversnow access option for the decision maker.
Page 2.  Support for a course of action goes to the decision to be made – and may be of interest to the decision maker but does not provide rationale that affects
the DEIS analysis.  Alternatives D and E in the DEIS provide options for backcountry nonmotorized use limits in YNP. The preferred alternative in the FEIS
will incorporate such features for both park units.
Pages 2-3.  Statements of support for The Citizens’ Solution do not respond directly to information in the DEIS. That alternative most closely resembles
Alternative G in the DEIS. Support for a course of action goes to the decision to be made – and may be of interest to the decision maker but does not provide
rationale that affects the DEIS analysis. See matrix that compares features of the Citizens’ Solution with alternative features in the DEIS.
Page 3.  NPS acknowledges the comment.  Additional survey results are available for use in the FEIS. Determinants of winter use, or how various impact
topics/effects are weighted, will fall to the decision maker and the rationale for the eventual decision.
Page 3.  Our assessment indicates that there will not be a tunnel effect.  Berms will be created, but for most of the distance they would not impede the view of
scenery.  These impacts are discussed on page 219 of the DEIS.  Created berms will be laid back to allow wildlife to exit the road, as a provision of all
alternatives in which road segments are plowed (DEIS page 25).
Pages 3-4.  The purpose and need for action is predicated on NPS mandates, executive orders, regulations and policies, including those that relate to air quality.
Pages 4-5.  Re: impacts of snowmobiles on air quality. The DEIS discloses the impacts of snowmobiles on air quality, beginning with the methods and
assumptions section on page 164 and subsequently for each alternative. This information is updated in the FEIS using recently completed studies and modeling.
Page 7.  The impacts on sound alluded to in this comment have been disclosed in the DEIS. Suggesting what the decision should or shouldn’t be, or questioning
the justification for designating the preferred alternative, is insufficient rationale for dismissing an alternative from the range to be considered.
Page 9.  Recreation carrying capacity determination would be implemented under any alternative (DEIS page 25). Carrying capacity determination is a highly
complex task that will require a great deal of time to accomplish.


